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Dear *'^r. Whitaon, 

I have delayed responding to %, Montella'a October 19 response to ny Inquiry 
of you in the hope that ao;^ aeeaa futile, ttiat I would have heoru froai you and/or 
Wr, 1 ^’jii lton by now. It has been aliaoet a month. 

What X see is a repetition of the past, an attrition campaign to just drag 
things nut end to never at any point really oone to ,^pg with what is at issue. 

I have in the past and I now ggain solioit your candor on this, for I do not want 
this to go where you nay not vmnt it to. However, non-responaivensos and not 
responding at all do limit my options, 

Ify Hajailton objected to my uso of tiic word "fraud," I did not use it .dthout 
having consulted counsel, firot in Washihgton and then in Me»r Yoric, in both cases 
on display of some of the evidence only, you or t«r, Hamilton have familiarised 
yourselyos with the facta in this case to the degree mafedng moanJngful responses to 
me should, la my view, have required, we should not at this lata date bo dealing 
in aamantioa and evasions. Before I went to .hew York in May I left David knovf I was 
going there and would be filing an action. It is tlie accident of my havin.- discovorod 
the Dutton arrangimont only that caused cie to hold back, as I tiioi told Mr. "acrae, 

Mr. liacxaa led me to believe tiiat I would be getting an acceptable sottlecaont. My 
previous correspondence left no doubt the least I would find accoptabla. Had it not 
been for this I would have filed against all of you in May. 

If I ;)3ive t o, tld ti is going to bo a really nasty business. Ilie inpar'ionabla 
things that shy.Ji^jP ii i ia i tCTB i fr J thiiwiysBrtB i firstiiTa rangeo downward from opening all zsy 
mail, ev?n from th-.» League of Ajiierican Writers. The charaotor of the faaud ranges 
downward from giving me a list of utterly spurious "author's alterations" largely 
entiroly non-existent, often oonsistins of typographical errors for wlileh I could 
have not no reeponslhllity, the correction of errors in editing and all of this in 
addition in open viojatlon of the p.wioioua of too centraot, uLich I did invoke 
at tho outaet. Theoe thinga are all suaceptlbla of proof and despite the fact that 
I waj then handlcapou aad ooulu uce eua Juuid only, 1 did offer it in writing. It 
is difficult for me to believe that 'h.’, ^ismlltcm can be unawaio that in giving me 
^Da^ Do did las tend of wluit I hud from the first deimuided and been promisou ha 
actually gave me proof of additional mail fi-aud, 

I have every reason to believe that I can substantiate an allegation of damages 
greatly in orceoe of tho compromise I have offered. I regard it as a veiy cocrldnmblo 
cocpromlns. I am without doubt, after having talked to lawyers, that my pix>spoclBfor 
collootion are gcod. -fhay tell me. In fact, that the coat of deferwiin.? on action oouid 
easily exceod wiiat I have offered to settle for and to this is ad..ed the cost of wiiat 
I ooiOd win in court. Therefore, I do havn difficulty uaderstend hiT„ things .iould have 
oo£Hi to this pass« 

It is GO 3ocrot that I went to aTOid tte unploaaantneso of taking thij to court 
for I have been frank about it. I cannot delay hrin^.^: this distasteful 

Mtter to a climax, whatever it nay be. You and %. Hamilton are now Just stalling, 
ou, for example, have not yet responded to me on the questions I raised about the 
remainders, iwor^ than Just what you shipijed us. Ina on thin, iir. ikjnfceila's loti;er 
gives a count other than ours, without opening each package and .^miring a book-by-book 
count, which could increase tho spread, we can account for receiving 1,910 copies 
only - and I did buy I beliove Bomo 4,000. 

you dotei-nint.>d tivxt tliis mbter go to court, would you plocse bo kind 
enough to so inforu no? 


Sincerely, 
Htarold Veisborg 


